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October 18,2003 

Commiisiona Michael J Coppi 
Fed& Conimunicationi Commbrion 
445 12th Streef Nw 
Washingto& D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

I m writkg to voice my opponition to m y  Fcc-mnndared adoption of "bmadc~rt I%# techndogy for digitpl televidon ~l a comumer 
and citizen, 1 feel ntrongly that mch a pdicy would be b d  for innovntion, COMLXTIR Wtn. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o r n u  c l a d c n  murt be rooted in mnnufnctunn' ability to innovate for their cwtomm. A.!~ow+I~ 
movie studio# to veto feanwn of Wv-reception equipment will a b l e  the rtudioi to tell tcchnologirts what new produb +hey c m  
create This orill reoult in products that don? nece indy  reflect what cLrmWnm like me a d y  wnnt, nnd it could r e d t  in me being 
chnrged more money for infmerior functionality 

If the FCC isuues a broadcast flag mandate. I would achdly be leis likely to m&e an inverbnent in DTV-capable receivm and other 
eqUiQment I will not pay more for devices that limit my tight# at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast thg  
technology for digid television Tnad you for y o u  time 

Sincerely, 

Robert Dumas 
50 C h T  L a  
Huntington, NY 11743 
USA 
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October 18. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Coppa 
Fedeml tommunlcatlona Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waahlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrltlng to VolCe my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcnat flag" technology for dlgtta televlalon AS a 
consumer snd cklzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d DTd 

A robust competttke market for conaumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manulacturen' abllty to l n n m t e  ?or thelr 
cuatomen Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologltts 
what new products they can create Thla wlll result In products that don't neceaaarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me balng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonaltty 

If the F C t  Iaaues a broadcaat flag mandate. I mruld actually be Iws Ilknly to make an lnveatment In DN-capable recetms 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood PIaase do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Todd tochrane 
1434-t Pohlna St 
Honolulu, HI 98818 
USA 



Garrett Ramirez 
2 sunnyside dr 
Yonkers, NY 10705 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comnxunicatlons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

A s  a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conmumcations Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulanon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me eom watchng digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing fiom room-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on 8 plane or wain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if conlputers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use conrent in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Wlndows Media center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to dignatal televisiondoes not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electromcs and computer 
equpmnt.  As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposlng adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Garrett Ramirez 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner MIchaeI J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Strebt. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated sdoptlnn of"broadcasttlag" technology for dlglta televlslon As a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlc9 must be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featurea of ON-mceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerssrlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would adually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
nroadcast flag technology for dlgita teievlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Mano] Kaslchalnula 
1500 Hudson St 
Apt bb 
Hoboken, NJ 07030 
USA 



October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Sreet, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adaptlon of DN 

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technOlog l~  
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect what conwmers Ilke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inferlor functronrlky 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I wbuld actually be lass llkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other rqulpment I wlll not pay more for devlceo that llmft my rlght3 at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlsbn Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Scott Raymond 
1535 WalnutW02 
Kansas City MO 64108 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmsndated adoptlon of "broaclcsst flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pallcy would be bad (or Innovstlan. consumer rlghts and the ultlrnste 
acloptlon of DN 

A robust, cornpetthe market for consumer electronlcs muat be rO&d In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng movle studlos to vetd Teaturea el DN-receptlon cqulpment wlll enable the studlor M tell technologls*l 
what new product3 they can create Thls wlll result In produds that don't necessarlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not manclate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal tdevlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Trevor Smlth 
93 Elsle Street 
San Franclsco. CA 941 IO 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 8 45 48 AM, 1 O/18/03 541 3023099 

October 18,2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commhslon 

WashlngMn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppoiitlon to m y  FCC-mandnted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology (or dlgltal televlsbn A0 a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such I p l l c y  would be bad for Innwptlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon a( D l V  

A robust, competnke market for consumer electronics m u n  be roated In manuheturen' abllhy to Innovate rnr thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlm 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll rerult In products that don't necesrrflly rerlect what consumerg llke me 
actually want, and i? could result In me belng charged mere money for Interlorfunctlonaltly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would sctually be less I l b l y  to maka an Investment In DlV-capable recelvsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest nl Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltll elwlalon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely , 

Mawln Prlce 
2342 San Marc0 Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90068 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 18,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppr 
Federal Communicntim Commission 
445 12th street N\v 
Washingto% D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

letter has been written in opposition to the potmtinl FCC.mnndated ndqtion of '"brodcort Qn#' technology for dieitpl televidon ' 
AB n c~nswle r  (nnd. of come,  PI a aIizen) I hmgly ,  'hkwgly" feel that such n polioy would ha terribly h m f d  far my &hts as P 
cotwuner, clobber innovnh& nnd reduce tht ultimate ndoption rnte of D l v  

A robun, competitive muket for conminer etectmics must be rooted in mnnufnctmm nbility to innovate for thdr customers &wiq 
movie itudios to veto fenmen of MV-reccptirm equipment will cnsble the rmdios to tell tcchnologira what new productl they can 
create This wiU result in products that don? nenessmily reflact what conmners like me actuauy wnnt, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC wmen n broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less likely to make an invertment in DTV-capable r ece iva  and other 
equipment I will not pay more for dcvicev that limit my righa at the behest of Hollywood Pleme do not mmdnte broadcart flag 
technology for digital televihn l h n k  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

-atti Submanya  
2940 W Logan Blvd 
Chicago, IL 60647 
USA 



Tomislav Stqcevich 
320 Tappan St. 
Columbu~, OH 43201-3346 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Communtcations Conmussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ounagedthat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither m my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fiom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore, if computers canuot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable rn to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards u s ~ n g  inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is &dly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. A s  a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tomislav Stojcevich 

1 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Comrnl~slon 
445 12h Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposition to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgb l  televlslon As B 

consumer and cRlzen. I b e l  strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovation. consumer rlghh, and the ultimate 
adoption a( D N  

A robust, competRW marlcet Tor consumer electronics muat be r o m d  In manuhCturen' ablltty to lnnamte lor thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studlos to weto (eaturea of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlns 
what new produetr they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor functlonallry 

IT the FCC 199ues a brosdcaat (lag mandata. I would actunlly be laas llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more Tor devlces that llmn my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology ror dlgtta televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Erlnn Looney-Trlggs 
2415 Brlamood Dr 
Boulder, co 80305 
USA 



Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael  J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A S  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast f lag." I am gravely concerned 
that  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would res t r i c t  t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching to and buying 
d ig i ta l  television equipment .  That t rans i t ion w i l l  be far  more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exist lng home network, buying new high-resolut lon displays, and f inding room 
fo r  yet  another device i n  my l iv ing room. Please do  no t  al low t h e  MPAA and i t s  all ies t o  hinder the  
t ransi t ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices t h a t  a re  more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  the  broadcast flag. W i th  today's 
technology, I can be more than  a passive rec ip ient  of content .- I can modify, create, and part ic ipate.  I 
can record TV t o  watch la ter ;  c l ip  a small piece o f  TV and splice it i n t o  a home movie; send an email  c l ip  
of  my child's footbal l  game t o  a d is tant  relat ive;  or  record a TV program onto  a DVD and play it a t  my 
f r iends apartment. The broadcast f lag seems designed t o  remove this control  and f lex ib i l i t y  t h a t  I enjoy. 

If the  move t o  d ig i ta l  television does no t  make t h e  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, f lexible, 
and exciting, what compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new d ig i ta l  equipment? A pret t ier  TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense w i t h  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a c i t izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote t h e  d ig i ta l  
t ransi t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joshua Goodstein 
10380 NW 31 S t  
Pompano Beach, FL 33065 
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October 18,2003 

Comrnisckmer Michael J Coppi 
Federal Cmnmuniceti~l C & h n  
445 12th sbecg Nw 
Wwhm@on, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppa. 

I m writ& to voice my oppomtinn to m y  FcC-mmdntcd adoption of"brondcwl i lag techndogy for Wtnl telcVirim & a c o m e r  
and c ihm.  I feel strongly that suoh n policy would be bad for h v n t i o ~  c o m a  rightr. and the Ultimpte adoption of IYN 

A r o b w  competitive market for consumer clecbonics mwt be rooted in manufactum' ability to innovate for thair c w t m m  .Allowing 
movie rmdioa to veto featuren ofDTV.reception equipmat wiU enable thc a M b o  to tell tcchnolcgkta what new products they c m  
create Thin will r e d  in prnducu that don? n c c e i t d y  reflect whnt conrumen like me actuplly want and it could r c d t  in mc b e i q  
charged more money for inferior functionnlity 

If the FCC i s m s  0 bropdcapt flng mpndptc, I would nctdaUy bo lema lh4 to mnLa an inveltmmt in DTV-~pabh receivm and other 
equipment I will not pay mme for devlceo Uut umit my  right^ at the behcrt of Hollywood Please do not mnndntc broadcart dng 
technology for diejtd televi.ion ThpnL you for your time 

sincerely, 

Robert Kuhn 
3451 Qucem St 
Apt 936 
Satanota, FL 34231 
USA 



October 18, 2003 

Comm~ssioncr Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahonr Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wvnhng to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flpg" technology for dgd 
telemsion. As a consumer and ahza,  I fed strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovste for 
their customers. Allowng mome studos to veto features of DTV-recephOn equipment d Cnablc the studos to 
tell tedmolog.sts what nav products they can crsrte. ' h s  will result in products that don't neccssdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me b a g  charged mora money for rnfenor 
funchonahly. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flngmandate, I would a c d y  be less Lkely to mnke on investment III DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I unll not pay more for devlcer that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandatc broadcast flag technology for &gtd  telcmsion. Thank you for your tunc. 

Smcerely, 

Andrew Thompson 
5579 B u p w  Hwy 
Maple Ha, NC 28454 
USA 
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October 18,2003 

C o m ~ l i o n t x  Michael I Copps 
Federal Communicatim CommiSdDn 
445 12th sa& Nw 
Wanhingtw D C 20554 

Dew Michnel Coppo, 

I mn writing to voice my opponition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bmadcprt ria# technology for digital telnidDn A# a c o m e r  
d Fihn, I feel n w y  +hat mch P polacy w~uld ba bpd fm innovation, conmunu right#. and the u l h a t e  adoption of D N  

A robust, competitive market for c ~ a r  elcctrOnics mlllt bo rooted in rnanufnctdm-8' ability to h v a t e  for their curtomem &Wing 
movie atudioo to veto feature8 of DTV-rcceptiom equipment will enable the mdhi to tell technolcgLtr w b t  new producm they can 
create Tti~ will r e d  in product# that don't nccerndy reflect what c ~ u u m c n  like me actunuy want and it could renrlt in me bein$ 
charged more money for inferior func-ty 

If the FCC Lsueo 0 hoedcad Q mendnte. I would a c M y  be leis likely to make an invarbnrnt in IYTV-capable raceivm md other 
equipment I will not pny more €m devices that limit my +&ta 0t the behest of Holywood Pleue do not mandate hndcmst flag 
technology for digital televirion Thnk you for your time 

Sincacly, 

Carl Rigney 
4847 HopyordRd 1/3334 
~leasantoq CA 9458.8 
USA 



To Page 1 of I 1 46 54 AM, 10/18/03 541 3023099 

October 17,2003 

Commbsionn Michnel J coppa 
Federal Communicntiotu Cmnmiipion 
445 12th shcet, Nw 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am wriw to voice my oppouitlon to any FCC-mandated pdoption of " h o n d c m  flng" technology for digital telcvidon .m n cmmmcr 
and citizen. I feel stronglr that nuch n policy would be bad fof innovation, cDnsUmer Wb-, and the ultimate adoption of 

A robust, competime market for c m e r  electronion must be rooted in manufacturers' ntdity to innovete for their cuItomm aUowhg 
movie studios to vetn fentures of DTV-reception equipmmt wlll enable the studios to tell teehobgirts what ncw p d u c t s  they can 
create TI& will rtnrlt in products thnt dom't n c c c w d y  reflcct what c m m m m  like me actudly wnnf Pnd it could r e d  in me bein8 
c h g e d  more money for inferinr !imctionnlify 

If the FCC iosues n kondcnat flag mandate. I would pctuslly bs leis likely to m&a M invarhnmt in DN-cnpnble recdvsn and othar 
equipment I will not pay more for dcvicea that limit my righa at the behat of H n l l y w d  Please do not m d t e  bmsdcprt $ 
technology for digital television Thsnl: you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Robert h o l e  
2222N 13thSt 
P h o e  AZ 85006 
USA 



October l e .  2003 

Washington. D C ~ 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for  inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

J i m  Martin 

Miami. FI. 33177 
USA 

16235 sw 138 PLACE 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloncr Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th %met. NW 
Washington, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to voice my oppostlon to any FCGmsndated adoptlon al"bro8dcast flag" technology for dlgbl televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I (eel strongly that such a polley would be bed b r  Innomtlon. consumer rlghb, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, cornpetttke market for consumer electronlea must be rooted In rnanuhduren' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allwlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new produch they can create Thls wlll result In produ& that don't necessarlly reflect what conrumen I lk me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged mom money tor Inferlor functlonsltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receken 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces IhRt llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jeffery McLaughlln 
1008 Gardenla 
Houston, TX 77018 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital televislon As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Erik Sliman 
1449 Larchmont Ave 
Lakewood. OH 44107 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commheim 
445 1'2th Street NW 
Washingtoq D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wr ihg  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcnrt hg technology far digital telcviiion AS P c o n m e r  
and CitiZCn, I feel otrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer n@b, and the ultimate adoptim of D N  

A robust competitive market for connumer electronics mud be rooted in mmufaoturen' ability to innovate for thek crutmners AUowiq 
movie studios to veto feahuer of DTV-reception equipmat will enable thc rmdioi to tell technologirts w h t  new producm they can 
create ?his will result in productl that h ' t  neceiiprily redca w h t  conmunm like me actually want and it could r c d t  in me b c i q  
charged more money for inferior hunoti0MLity 

If the FCC W m s  a broadcast flsg mandate, I would nctunlly be lsii likely to make M h v e h m t  in DlV-capable recmvm md other 
equipment I will not pay more for device# that llmit my rlghtl at the behert of Hollywood Pleue do not mendatc broadcart flag 
technology for digital televhion 'liui!k you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Logan cox 
900 Halray Dr Apt 508 

Normon, OK 73071 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlasloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "bmadcnst flag" ethnology for d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghto, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon nl DTV 

A robust, competntve market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllly to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produrn t h d  don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvm 
and other equlpment t wlll not pay mom tor devlcea that Itmi? my rlghm at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgml televlalon Think you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Gordon Derter 
326 N 25th St 
Camp HIII, PA 17011 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to VoIce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon al "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robuot, cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturern abllky to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nccessarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged m a n  money for lnhrlor funalonaltty 

SpecVlcally, the abllity ro tlmeshH1 Is critlcal I've been a PVR user lor several years and slmply do not watch anythlng In 
realtlrne anymore It I can't tlmeshfi tf I won't watch It Not  even If that mean9 I can't m t c h  my favorlte s h o w  In HD 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acrually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandab 
br0adCaSllag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Scott Peterson 
1785 sw H a m y  Way 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl tommunlcatlons Commlrslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps. 

I am wrltlng to Mlce my appostlon to any Ftt-mandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Or Innovrtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlrnate 
adnptlon of D N  

A robuOt, compettth'e market Or consumer electronlca must be rooted In manufacturers' abMy to Innwate Or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the dudlea to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necersarlly refleet whi t  consumen I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonalRy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lo r  davlcei that llmn my rlghta at the behest d H o l l w o d  Please do net mandite 
broadcast flag technology Or dlgital televlslon Thank you lor your t h e .  

Slncerely 

Shane Bush 
104 Sunset Ln 
Calera AL 35040 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bud f o r  innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functlonality 

If the FCC issues u broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lrss likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Si ncsre 1 y 

Evan Erwin 
301 Briarcliff Ave 
Apt N5 
Oak Ridge, TN 37830 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmrrioncr Michael J. C O p p S  
Federal Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngron, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Cops ,  

I am WnMg to voice my oppos~hon to MY FCC-mandoted adophon of "brodcast fl4 technology for digd 
telension. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve m u h t  for consumer dectroiucr must be rooted m mmufacturcrs' aMty  to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowngmone studios to Veto features of DTV-reception equpment d enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T x s  d result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, m d  it could result m me b a g  chnrged mor0 money for rnfenor 
functlondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flqmmmdate, I would actually be less h!dy to make m mvestment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other cqupment. I d not pay more for denccs that lirmt my nghts i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleire do not mandate broadcast flag &ology for digital telmnon. 'Ihnnk you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Olson 
10 Shawmut Terrace 
Frmmghm,  MA 01702 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtan, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrflng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlan d"br0adcast flag" technology for dlgllel lelevlslon Ad a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad l a r  Innovetlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 07 DlV 

A robust competltlve market for Consumer electranks mud be rOated In manutpcturen' ablltly to Innovate for thelr 
cunomers Allawlng movle studlos (e veto features d DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studlai 0 tell technologists 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In p m d u m  that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lar Inferlorlunctlonallty 

I? the FCC Issues a brosdcast flag mandate, I would actually be lass llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equipment I WIII not pay more for dRVIC88 that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhll televlslon Thank you roar your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Stephen Bmnnen 
613 W Hubble 
Marshfleld, MO 85706 
USA 


